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But I am still just as outraged that

he would get this $38 million rebate on
the backs of the middle class.

I do not know what we can do at the
end to correct this. We have introduced
bills. We have tried to bring it to the
floor, and today I am introducing one
more bill that says in the future when
this process is used to slip something
in that this body never considered nor
knew was in there, we must be told. I
think it is unbelievable these kinds of
games are going on, and I think the
American public expects a whole lot
more from us.

I think we are here to protect them
and not to line the pockets of fat cats.
f

CLARIFICATION OF THE MURDOCH
CONTRACT

(Mr. LINDER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, when such
information as you have just heard is
presented to the House floor, it needs
to be responded to.

The fact of the matter is this: Mr.
Murdoch was selling a property to the
Tribune Co. headed by Quincy Jones, a
black entrepreneur. Mr. Murdoch had
two contracts for that property, one to
be sold at this amount and one to be
sold at another amount if he got a
Treasury certificate.

The beneficiary of the Treasury cer-
tificate was the Quincy Jones oper-
ation, which would have received that
property at less than the amount equal
to the Treasury certificates. Mr.
Murdoch was going to get precisely the
same amount whether or not the cer-
tificates were ordered.

In the other body, the gentlewoman
from Illinois argued that we should
open the timeframe for the certificates
to be allowed, and she amended the
contract to open the timeframe to ex-
tend it.

The Senate insisted on her position.
The House could not get her to remove
her position, and so Quincy Jones is
going to be the beneficiary of the $38
million or $65 million, whichever the
amount is.
f

LEFT WANTING BY THE CONTRACT
WITH AMERICA

(Mr. KLINK asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KLINK. Mr. Speaker, let me get
this contract correct. If I am a child
and I happened to be born to a mother
who is of the wrong age or who has
been on assistance for too long, then
the Contract With America leaves me
wanting just because of the cir-
cumstances surrounding my birth. If I
am a child and my mother would hap-
pened to depend on WIC, that money is
now going to be block-granted, and 20
percent of it can be used for other
things. The same thing for school
lunch, if I am dependent upon school

lunches, we are now going to have 50
laboratories across this country where
people will be able to take as much of
that money out, 20 percent of it, and
use it for paving highways and for
doing all sorts of other things.

If I survive all of that under the Con-
tract With America, Mr. Speaker, let
me understand this, if I get to be 14 or
15 years old, and I want to learn the
work ethic, I want a summer job, the
Contract With America leaves me with
no summer job and no opportunity to
rebuild my community.

Let me understand that also, Mr.
Speaker, that then if I want to go to
college and get the same kind of feder-
ally backed loans that the Speaker and
the majority leader had, now again, I
am going to be left wanting by the
Contract With America.

f
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GET GOVERNMENT OUT OF MY
LIFE

(Mr. NORWOOD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ran
for this office because I saw a govern-
ment out of control, I see a Congress
who clearly did not understand, and
this morning I see additional Members
of Congress who do not understand.
Like the people of the 10th District of
Georgia, I want a government to pro-
tect our borders and help maintain
order, but otherwise I want govern-
ment out of my life, out of my business
and, most especially out of my pocket.

Mr. Speaker, in these first 100 days,
we have made significant steps for-
ward. We have cut Government regula-
tion and cut taxes to return more of
the fruits of labor back to workers who
earn them. I can tell we are making
progress because the liberal Democrats
are whining loud and the bureaucrats
are running scared.

There is still a long way to go. Bal-
ancing the budget will not be easy. But
to the people back home, I say we can
take back this great Nation of ours
from the people who think that govern-
ment knows best; stay involved; stay
with us; we will take this country
back.

f

FURTHER EXPLANATION TO
CORRECT THE RECORD

(Mr. OBEY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentlewoman from Colorado.

Mrs. SCHROEDER. I am very grate-
ful to the gentleman from Wisconsin
for yielding.

I want to point out and correct the
record again: First of all, it does not
pass the straight-face test that one
Senator of the minority party could
force this entire House to yield to
something the House never considered

or the conferees on her side. There
were 17 of these deals—18 of these
deals—and this is the only one that
stood. I cannot believe that one Sen-
ator has ever had that kind of power.

Second, I want to point out that this
$38 million revenue does go back to the
sellor. The idea of this was to give the
sellors benefits if they sold to minority
owners. And the idea has been, we all
were going to do away with those,
going to do away with all of those.

We found we did away with all of
them except the one, and that owner
happens to be Rupert Murdoch. He gets
the benefit of this.

So let us make the record perfectly
clear.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

f

INTRODUCTION OF PROSTATE
CANCER DIAGNOSIS AND TREAT-
MENT ACT OF 1995

(Mr. FIELDS of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. FIELDS of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
today I am introducing the Prostate
Cancer Diagnosis and Treatment Act of
1995 in the hopes that we will finally do
something to effectively battle pros-
tate cancer. Prostate cancer is one of
the deadliest forms of cancer for men—
and yet, as men, we seem almost afraid
to talk about it. More than 215,000
American men will be diagnosed with
prostate cancer this year and more
than 40,000 men will die from it. It is
the most common form of cancer
among men and the second leading can-
cer killer.

If you look around this Chamber—
about every third male over age 50
probably already has prostate cancer in
some form and does not know it;
roughly one-quarter of those who are
stricken, will get a life-threatening
form of the disease. Most people find
out about their prostate cancer too
late, even though the cancer can be de-
tected with a simple, inexpensive blood
test—the P.S.A. test. This test is the
most effective cancer screening marker
there is; it can spot prostate cancer ac-
curately 5 years or more before it pre-
sents a serious health problem. The
American Cancer Society and several
other groups recommend that everyone
over age 50 get this test once a year,
and General Schwarzkopf, a man who
has undergone prostate surgery, said
the test saved his life. Nevertheless,
Medicare and veterans’ health pro-
grams do not pay for this, so most of
the 13 million Medicare men and a few
million older veterans are not getting
the care they need for early detection.
My bill would fix that hole.

Finally, the budget for prostate can-
cer research is a pittance compared to
what we are spending on other cancer
research. Studies needed to identify
the most effective treatment are either
not being done, or will not be com-
pleted for several years. My bill would
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